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All hail Gerald Posner! 

lias donejihe impossible - what liad not been done in thirty years! 

He solved the JFK assassinatior^case, what the Iskrren Commission, the FBI, the 
CIA and all those other government agencies, and all the others who have written on 
the subject (which for almost all means more or less onijlthe subject), those Posner^ 
ciitiataTzes and condemns throughout , were not tf.ble to do# 

^hus, with his characteristoc modesty, his title. Case Closed # * 

All the major media seems to agree# There is virtual combat to get him on the tube# 

, n^xJU Vi*i , 

Even the CIA pitched iii by airranging for its prise/ana h id d e n KGB defector, Ysi 

/ 9 £2 

Yuri Nosenko, appeared with Posner on the fiugust 27 <^0/20. Brokaw hqd him on NBC. Even 


Marina Oswald, who for jpd - years has diaagel/strongly with Posner's ^^ase Closed* 

solution, that alone and unassisted, her late husvafed did it all, helped him. 7/L 
U j-vUKt, Uii&M, 


^•iedia notables were so excited in advance of publication that they jewelled 
the dust jacket with virtually unprecedented praises. 


n 


David Wise h e ga db dd heralded it as the long-overdue "v&ice of sanity, " as bril- 


liantly researched , met utterly convincing and compelling.” 

Frederick Dannen (author ot Hit Men) proclaimed "This book really does close the 

case# 11 Displaying his detailed and intimate knowledge of the writing in the field, 

Danner is ecstatic because Posner, "for the first time ever, presents an adcount of 

the Kennedy assassination devoid of speculation. ” (Did he read the book?) 

* 

Apparently William s tyron did not read Dannen f s hosannah becauise he rosner's 

lA * is 

analysis^ "a brilliant and meticulous analysis," and one man's analysis is another man's 

^speculation# 11 

/f ^indeed 

Stepnen Ambrose is a bit cagier, although he does conclude that "This case nas/been 
/\ , * 

closed by Mr. P 0 sner's work." it is his work is worth remembering#) 

Amrose must have rea d -^ene- or Pos ne r' s ea rlier-boaks, like perhaps 
Of < what he sayg~ of Lis t infamou s-Naai-deeto r who e xp e r imented on human beings already - 



Ambrose must have had one of Posner 1 s earlier books in mind in speaking of 

Case Closed as the work of "a single researcher, working alone." Posner himself, Inkhe 
that is / 

half of his dedication/ to his wife Trisha, says she is his" zsT^partner" and two are 

not "a single researcher." In describing the book as "a model of historical research" 


Smbrose was apparently so overwhelmed by Posner's representation of what he had done 


and road in about a year that he did not even ask himself if that i 

, . of s 8 1 

" jingle researcher! "- all those interviews , all that travel 7 ~eTl that rp.-iH-ingj 


A ~ssible for, 
books j 


109000 ten million words in the barren Commission twenty-six volumes of appendix 
alone 


besides its nine— hundred page re Report, and indexing that massive appendix too. ' / 

fa, 1 ilttH h* a. <ytwU. 

Dssaabingall of this and the time of the writing as a~mere "model ,r jfalls far short 


/nut. 


of an adequate description of the impossible. 


Tom Wicker begins his encomium referring to ‘all the literature on the subject, 
as does Posner, /as of "one ICennedy assassination conspiracy after another," which both 
know not to be true, refers to them all as //dishonest," a word that will come back to 
haunt, and concludes^" the case of JFK is indeed closed." 

Impressive as is this indictment of all those who failed or erred, hundreds of 
books and their authors, it was inadequate fron for Random House. 

2 



under H i tl^r 1 n death-camp— to rt ure s^ Posner-said-not-q ai-te— 'ease-clo sed' 1 bu t 

rr C , 

LiLineans-^he-same-t^ a case^ealoer and he s admits it himself * But in t^is 

jok, which Ay&rose missed if he\ead it, Posner says his wife T risha is his "partner," 
Th i^ - two - of them/ a re no t^xatrbiy- a a - < 33 , ngl^» -- rt!seui , cTi er > w oTfe±rrj--a lone , " 

Torn Wicker concluded his encomium that begins, as Posner ' 3 book would lead one to 
believe, tliat all the.ssassination literature is of tlieorized conspiracies, by saying 
that thanks to Posner, 11 the case of JFK is indeed closed* 11 


That this lacks datin g editing, as the book lacks peer review acknowledgements, 
i nobody at Random House picked up* But then they were not the picke3>-uppers ; Posner 
l was* 

-The published broadened it a bit^ adding "the Y/arren Commission (to whose who) erred* 




JL U • ciUU«U 

perhaps not without reason' t^e publiah ea/does not include the FBI and the CIS, But •Jd^a 
does begin irinr pitch with -n^^f alse modesty and unequivocally by saving tliat "Affer 
tliirty years, Case Close d finally succeeds where hundreds of other books ( considerable 
fewer than Posner's )and investigations have failed - it resolves the greatest 


murder mystery of out"* time, the assassination of JFK." 

Of aliTRandom House salcTTiiMSHaasbflr^ one 


L' i ' a 


instance* 

PosneV 


Tiffl 4s pOSGX DXe , S3ft€L W1 oil On0 jpH if ti BOttHIt / J j 

• . Iul ''b*ie<t 1 lua Jl.' WfC Ci/i i 

fiL&'ftU >V#Z) 

rogner" based " his book upon is not new, What he <Ja*t no L yuid jji os t int no h i a own - ^ 

11 w\ jtlAsf Isrvttt* 

and '1 doiou^ becaus e^ some - of it In my wnrk r- mnt has tn do w- *th -That " n n e o l- e sed ^ 1 ri il e ge d- 

ofr oM /K^i*r 

fact-o f U ie- ausaDsiiui l i o n , ia lif ted— to— ^elentific computer -enchancement of film and 

evidenee." 

ydust-ifR jack et. 

Here Random House^'quotes Stephen Amrose^ saying what ip saved from his/back-cover 
blurb, "Mr* Posner's chapter on the single bullet is a tour de force, absolutely brilliant, 
absolutely convincing." IK) & Ml AMs, +*2 

~~ Random House ~sihgj.e s ouL "sta rtlin g detni ls - frnm his ) y ola 3 aif ie d ~ KGB fi le 11 

^ X. Q_ 

as particularl^rwsi^djicant, ^ forgetting that ABC-TV News (had accebs^to it for sevral 
several weeks. ^ 

Posner's use of them is not quite in accord wit^ of wonder 



I 


Random House singles out as new "startling details from his (Oswald's) classi- 
fied KGB file" as it does in referring to some of the book's Oswald content as "told 

!• 

for the first time by the KGB agent who handled liis case# ABC— TV News had access to 


that / 

'33535518 £ 


same supposedly "classified KGB file" and broadest it months before the book 

appeared a~nd that former KGB agent, former by almost three tecades, did not "handle" 

SL 

Oswald's case# His importance i3 that he knevj about it and for a short priod of time 

4 "v 

after the assassination had and read the "case" file when it was retrieved from Minsk 
$ for that agent, luri Nosenko, who was based in Moscow. 

There is no "revelation" in the book that Posner got from Nosenko, who was a gift 
to him from the XU CIA, as lie does not tell his readers and for which he paid with 
his integrity. 

What Posner used from the KGB is not quite in accord with all those ecstacies 





His "brilliantly rssearched" book, David Vise's words, "meticulous," William ^tyron’s. 


"model of historical . research , " Stephen Ambrose's, and "deliberate, detailed, thoroughly 

" ft 

documented," Tom Bicker’s, does not include wkafT- 1 - published T- rora th em in 1975. And 
Posner lias that book. 

5 ft Returning ^o those "secret files" in Random House’s cljam, and to what Posner 


1 RArnp.ri y frrnnn ^nih -Ehank-ftt to th CIA from "the KBG agent who handled his case," perhaps 

aA V 

no more than the usual 'publislier^oxcess in referring to Kosenko, Posner's book says that 


A 


Oswald and Oswald alone wqaswqa the was the assassin. Nosneko disputed this,ielling the 

Ju, 

20/20 audience fthatrOs^/ald fiould not hit the side of a bam dook" with a shotgun, leave 

alone a ril/fe f PUi V <fJu Aj&lMwn* 

tloTfnvrr, what Random Hour.e refers tc/as "the latest scientific and computer enliance- 
’•i ' 

ments" a sc the key, in Posner’ s own words (pages 321-2), to qii^ "solution" to "the 

greatest murder mystery of all time^ KfW*- h 1 clftliSil fk* 

fflliio" aiao^gets to Ambrose's "tour ds f orcely Posner* s proof of the single-bullet theory 

tliat is quintessential to the official "solution" to the crime Jt f* 

tM*'/ . „ 

And to a awfr’iwer sweet litcie'/ ten-year ojd <9irl tfetfi, now marxied and a school teacher 


Of pfyrMr- y , 

' ^Attiibutih# his new evidence that "closes" the case to "NeyZa^xruder enh^n^ementqQ 



m -m a d e thorn or for wh a t; p urp ose- ,— l eavir^ It to be~ 



if-they^ 






maybc) r ^had - be en aaae xor some oi’txcial-ngeney^ 


osner gets right down" to 2fly, if tliat can be said of what he first mention^, half- 


\ 

v/ay through the book, including appendices, notes, acknowledgements, bibliography and 

Mf* ^ ^ t^Ct : 

"Beginning at ^ame 160 (of that f^b^ed Xapruder film), a yfcung girl in a red skirt 
to who w 


and white 


Street, ^ 


v;as running along the left side of the President's car, down Elm 

began 


to her right. f)ame 187, 


less than 1.5 seconds later, the enhancement clearly shows jfefc that she has stopped, pr 
twisted completely r aEam2 _ away from the motorcade, and was staajyfcfhg back at the School 
^ook depository. That girl was ten-yeaivold Rosemary Willies. '• n Jr' 

Let us pause here to be certain it is clearly understood that^all of this <$s 


Abraham Zapruder was a Dallas manufacturer of women's clothes 0 His place of 
0Y\ 

business was in^fcEeJ^al-Tex Building > It is ^across Houston Street at Elm, on the north- 
east comer of what is called Dealey Plaza* Ql/ the other side of Houston Street also at 

^lm is the Texas School^ Book Depository Building in which Oswald worked and from which 

— r 

Posner says Oswald fired the three sho^Ts of the assassination, as do ex the official 

accounts of the crime* (5kase of the FBI and the Secret Service are not identical with 

that of the Presidential Commission appointed by President Lyndon Johnson to investi- i 

gaO and report on tho u rime « /WW* ‘aJfi't* ^ 

Zapruder, sajOiding atop a concrete structure to the west of the TSED building, 

used a Bell & Howell eight millimeter motion picture camera in photographing what became 

the most important single piece of photographic evidence of the crime and the official 

t imefal-ok'~c lock of it* Motion pictures are really a series of individual pictures 

called "frames** 11 That film of that era v/as onljp about f i vb<^sixt hentli of an inch wide • 

Zapruder assigni^enffc Ms rights to Ms film to the TB-iE^LIFIJ publishing giant. 

l of some of the film 1 * h m J ) 

It proved provided thirty— five millimeter color slide sfto the Commission* Enlargements 

of some of those (fames wre made for the Commission by the FBI laboratory* They became 

A 

Commission ExMbit (CE) 885 » published in the Commission's Volume XVTII of those twenty- 
six volumes of appendix^ on pages one to eighty-five, inclusive* (18H1-85)* They are 
punished two to a page* A s I brought to light in the second of my six published books 

on the JFK assassination, Whitewash II: The FBI -Secret Service Cpyerup Cl 9 66 )f or an 

s cf M-h iJl lL. a 

unexplained reason the Commision, failed to publish the lasl; nine of those framesL/cfs 

/Uulu * 

the result of my exposing tMs, those ffaaes were added to the z rays of them fci the 

National fllrcMves in Washington, where they cantf be projected, reviewed and studied as 

in 1966 and *arly 1967 I did flhlfrMvujo fa /m aH foiM 

bootleg copies of Zapruder 's film, j 

Before long~lmlgBJumpiHxf most of "poor quality, appeared and were .themselves dupli- 
cated. Posner does not ssqpc tllell Ms readers any of tliis7 perhapsj indicating; rush in 


.w. 


V 


the'vfiting and editing of Ms book for appearance before it was scheduled to appear. He 
also does not say what copy of the film he had enhanced, whether it was the original 

fa 

that after scandals about the film and extraordinarily Mgh charged made for its use. 


hjir denosited x± the Archives. Because Z a pruder's heirij-etain the cojiyrigli^nd-nfi'rws 

^ “ -thMsi, 

1 n n |-|,|i j i fnr nnn n f- 4 -^ U 1 " Vosnev and Random House required c -pgfmIssion to use 
any version of that film. The more remote from the original the ccpy of the film used 
&& the greater the loss in clarity • 

When motion picture film is projected for-«=BiH viewing, those indjviduarfraifl 'frames 
re moved \i±$:a sprocket whose teeth engage rectangular holes' iHzthazii'cui into 

-v 

the: film when it is manufactuered. 

What Posner also keeps secret in his "deliberate, detailed, thoroughly 

documented" and "conclusive" book tha^as such " a model of historical research" is 

that a little more than twenty percent of the image captured on the film is not seen 

when the film is projected or when it is duplicated in automatic copying machihes. 

Keeping the this secret is an absolute essential to Posner's interpretation of what 

he says is the ‘enhancement ‘of the film that is the basis for his "closing" of the "case." 

In any honest examination of the film .ana its meaning and the timing of the shooting, 

this twenty percent of the image that is ( lost when the film is projected is also 

j-L+l 

an absolute ojjnnl Tnl in -tamin g , because it holds<'evidence not .fseen on projection. 


This relates to thirtypfive millimeter pictures 'tisane by a bystander, Phil Willis. 
l-iK to 


When he had t&e* the fifth of the series of these pictures iae- t oo k is established 

beyond question in the^ra|cr^y in that part of the film not seen on projection. I 

brought this to light in my second book, in 1 966 , ,j[± has not been contradicted and 

Posner lias that book. He raised no questions about it with me. I obtained about a quarter 

of a million pages of once-withheld official records, mostly those of the FBI, by a dozen 

/ h 

lawsuits against the government under the Freedom of Information Act (FQl'A) #$iere is 
no contradiction of what 1 published in '£hat chapter, 'Wills in His Own Name," on pages 


195 - 206 . 

This timing a vital element in any version of the "single-bullet theory." It 
is as 'i^ly vft 'al to Posner's book and "f solution" as it was to the Commission s. 
Both ignore it. Neither makes any mention at all of it. This, too, is what Am- 
brose refers to an "a tour de force , absolutely brillianj" absolutely convincing." 


b 


Tliis illustrates the liazard to those of prominence who know nothing at all about 

'/ 

a aafeejat subject yet are unstinting in their praises about the work ofl any author when 

the personal and professional integrity of the endorsers is the captive of the personal 

and professional integrity of the author. TheJfTare li.ni3.ted to wliat they read in the 

book and wliat. they read in the book is wliat the author hae there. They have no way of 

knowing whether the author includes all that is relevant or does not.fW 

Wliat is a rdal tour de force in Posner's book is Ids wholseale omissioi/ifrom h£ 

it of wliat he knows and excludes because it is not congenial to the preconc petpyien 

(M# dwuf> 

\with wliichTie 15eganianc\'^9ded his "brilliant and meticulous analysis," Styron’s words. 


It is a tour de force but not the kind Ambrose i m agined, AO HA 




Tf 


IflXSIEaDSHSHgXia^^ 

‘Ji X. Uf'M'M'i 

Posner does not say when or for wliat purpose his\ j 

. ao he 

leaves it to be wondered if they were not made for him^an d maybe f - juct mayb e - . t hey 


.sVenhvSnceme^As" 

) no 'ht wkIdA 


were made. This 


liafiFbgbn' made^krrg rr^iT IcIkLagerwy. 
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I 


Analysis 

Ilofit of tAis "enhancement" Posner attrinutes to i'ailure^Associatis in a note 

uAmt JC «£**/ 

beginnin,, on page 317 and extending onto page/t 310. He rW^aescribes3rt»*-werfc as "an 


extensive undertaldng involving 3-D ~ anotets scale generations of Dealey Plaza, physical 
mockups of tlie presidential car, and stand-in model# for the President and Governor, all 
to determine^tSTtrajectory angles and the feasibility of one bullet causing both sets 
of (nonfatal) wounds ( to both victims). Failure Analysis also recreated experiments with 
the G.^ram ammunition, using more updated information thJbl was available to the Warren 
Commission, tojburther test the 'single-bullet theory' and the condition of the missile." 

One thing only is clear about failure Analysis: Posner does flat say this elaborate 

/jfj. J ^ 

and costly work was done for him. He also does not say in his bo. k ostensibly te-ee±- 
" close '^tlie "cgse" of tlir j^nnedy as3assintion who invested such an extraordinary amount 
of money in an effort to prove that the single-bullet theory was j^lid and then gave it 
all to Id., without aw charge. 

Is it r <lght for Posner to l^^liecidmti^y=^m^l^AnalysiS^li^t 

^ — "" fa- tf 

(' / 3ecretf~'0p the reason for this very big undertaking? Why does he keep it secret? He 

jfr- 

dqps not even give an address for failure Analysis, or say how it is staffed. San 
iho yo lv. nny cli ent for thie-massive 1 *^^^ govern- 

it hpirQ 1 ~»» a n bv the CT AT^in many qgonrrloB liavn its nourooo 

I . , * 


R Tp m t ij r fe^rp nf iiertHiave to ftCCuuxil lor? 

/V. \ j 



Just the cost of preparing for the work Posner ‘escribes lias to be beyond all indi- 
viduals an who liave such interests. He# corporations are known to have those interests. 

-|rmn tn limit f^ni 1 " 1 lliLn -’V 

g overnment them cannot be many ag encies-whese-appi^gt^^ ] 

b e specified } bermanenlTmwrt^ 

_ VllipthnT* py nr?t nn, i tjonmn th° Mnnt 111 — 1 1 with~these-f ondn u l liand 

■^efrirty-faHanr^Sg^^ taxpysra ' mun e^ - a a^-gimJ^all 

^ ^ ! • 

to P osner ? VI by liiin or all pe o p l e? % wlial xig lil Mas it given to anyone when Ihe-moneyj 


vh*t\ U^'X ✓ 

Tin. s is a mystery Posner should, not^ have k£pr~uuuiet. 

Hov; many reasons can there be for his keeping it secret? 

Is the man not capable of public tanks for such a costly gift the results of 

which could not otherwise have been available to ld^-and-awTls the very basis of 

-+Ac extraordinary 

hia book, the Health from it atwi^the fame and~~f ortune-,k puhlic attention that represents 

J d. .7 

a license to print money for an author in that book and in any that follow it. 



'not disclose vho lifts n m s roo e d e nte d benefactor i s? 

i± -4ffgt~thO CIA? 

If -it-^r^ie~tJBtf- j why _ did“T.t select Pusnui' Of all willoxd to-have-bh 
ifeszpg- wlgt-it-pai^fer-witlnpubl ic f u nda»JjiJLtaotf-a-^dd^ thing? 

Pnr^dH'TTr rri5; ^r from Qua relationships? 

Pge^it^J^r^nair^ua^n-d^f ^s^ial Liionfi^entHihat-^e will use it paid 

Poking bade over eighty years, over varied experiences that include those of a 
reporter, an investigative reporter, a United States Senate investigator and editor, 
an analyst and trouble-shooter in tlie forerunner of the CIA, the Office of Strategic 
Services (OSS) and on all I learned of in and as a result of those occupations and on 
all the reading of a long lifetime, I cannot recall anything at all like this truly 

extraordinary and unprecedented gift of all that expensive work the purpose of which is 

,_U> 

also ^'secret from Posner's readers. ■ 

On u^O 

Aa~wr i t o rs should t h ank- , did h i 


ho ool 1 q«in1j^-£«a- 


Or di'l b o g o t it bec a us e there was noj loub-t at ol l^ ab o ut what , be would do with jLt? 


v/ Wa-i- Mnw wanted to. be done with it -by-the~UlA-; - or by any other suc h - be n efacto r^ 
wj-tji t uTl 

Wtetever-tteTBipFopSl 


iwers mav be. it is without anv a uestion-aiL-all 
4 .H^— PVCT p.nnni dei'e d^aving— crthgr~~tluui iu.a benefactor wmitedr^e-be-aaid^and 

I — pif— wv~w>n£in n even to au a teot that he did, Q n cs -he^ek-al±~^ ^ he was V 

f* If_Jie— had'or^vianted independence, he lost it. 
bound toT use it as hi5~Benef actor wauLedT^ 


Extra space 

— is 

Th ere as we shall see, and extraordinary number of questions about this 

book. Perceiving most of these questions requires detailed knowledge of the fact of 

the assassination of President Kennedy and its official investigations and of the 

literature. There also arc many obvious questions, obvious to the kind of critical 

reading those asked to endorse a book ibught be expected to give it before vesting 

their reputations in it or risk having their reputations misused to enclose a bad book, 

one tliat deceives b£ or* misleads the people, one that, as Posner undertakes to do, has 
his version 

as a purpose writing/some of our history, one that, as Posner does not hide, has as a 
purpose defaming others. 

All t^pse and other questions should have been raised in the minds of reviewers^ 

a *4- r|>orters and commentators called upon to review or report on the book and the pub- 

lic4 attention to it, particularly on all those major TV shows. And should not those 

who arrange for and produce those TV shows also have questions? Should they take what 

-1 

may not be true to the people -w as the truth about so important a matter in our 

history without making an effort to check its truthfulness? 

O^ght reporters, reviewers and all those involved in all those TV shov/s xsush 
regards themselves as nothing but promoters of wliat seems attractive and exciting 
and urge snake oil f on those who trust tbem? 

yV 1 

Did any one of these many who\ ound up encouraging people to buy th book without 

any independent basis for knowing it is not a fraud even think of phoning some of those 

it is obvious Posner has some reason for demeaning and criticizing to ask any questions 

at all? I received no such call and 1 know of no reason to believe that anyone did. 

AJL1 these many people of iafeinfluence abdicated their responsibilities to the public 

jv Cht tojfr UU£_ ' 


/arid \j~thc "country. They recast themselves as mere propagandists. Posner himself discloses 
that he, personally, made no such effort, as decency, honesty and responsible writing 
required of him. 


These are but some of the many questions that are obvious in any critical reading 
of a thoroughly bad book, a professional and designedly dishonest book. But of all the 



many questions and mysteries, none cried out as loudly for attention asjBm almost 


this Failure Analysis Associates quite costly work. 

Should not any mature mind has wondered why he makes a mystery of this? 

Should not the obviousness with wliich he makes a mystery of it not have raised 
additional questions, the most basic questions when without it he has nothing but a 
diatribe that in itself should have raised questions? 

There is also the mystery that is in itself commentary on what has happened to 
ou r major media, to those who Jet the people know what is happening in their lives 
and to their country, why not one of thdse men of outstanding recitation did not ask 
a single question about the work done by Failure Analysis or its purpose - even whether 
Posner's is an honest representation of it. 

All those reviewers, reporters an maliy TVriand radio people also should have 
been other than propagandists and should have asked tills same and very obgious 

questions LAt-tJ-C Clo , 

Nothing more was required than a phone call to Faolure Analysis ,s2 to Posner 

or his publisher^ 

let there is no indication that any one of these professional communicators 

did that simple thing. . 

Well, there is no mystery about it, other than why all thsee these many c om mu n ir- 
cators failed to meet their personal and professional responsibilities. 

3A, in due time, we shall see. 

In seeing tkis e shall also see that among the many communicators, some of 

whom are paid more - fchrm liighly-paid corporate executives, there was not one with the 

. garmonts/)f 

perceptiveness of the little boy in the fable who told the emperor Kls/fabulous mm 
beauty did not exist and that lie was naked* 


This raises still another question, what does all this say or the fourth estate," 
of the nation and of its future? 


amateurish obscuring of where he got what w*thou£ it he wduld havsrho book at all, 


* state oi 



Because of Posner's failure to identify Failure Associates' client, deliberate 

on his part, not an oversight, as his own words leave without any question at all, one 

is left to wonder who could possibly /have wanted such a job and was able and willing to 

pay for it. The most obvious possibilites are the CIA and the American J^ar Association. , 

Lee-this precedes ha. idling of CIA as the client. ^ 

If it ufire not the CIA, perhaps it was the American igar Association for its 1992 

supposed legal study for its session on "The Trial of Lee Harvey Oswald." 

If so, this makes the association parti pris in the pontroversy because it . 

— • — / 

would have sought and obtained a detailed scientific mpmbo- jumbo of a nature' that ptohibi- 

ted what the bar more than all others should have insisted upon, what the authority Wig- 

more -deg, described an the greatest engine for establish truth, cross -examination. 

(This, of course, is also true of Posner's use ai' it.) There is no possmbilijj. at all 

that the lawyers representing the defense coqld have known what was required to cross- 

examine those who prepared that misrepresentation by computer of/ihe known actualities. 

This means that at each and eWerVpoint the bar association was not a. neutral lik£ 

a judge but was a partisan. This also/means that it was all over ag a in in permitting its 

use in so partisan a book. / 

/ \ 1*UA- 

= That puts the bar association in like with that of the doctors through ite 

Journal of the American /fedical Association as partisan in the fierce controversy each 

smig should have sought to explore and have expored with the most scrupulous impartiality. 

j 1 f 

ItfLf anyone at they bayessociatoon edred about what i^i-as doing and the use tliat 
wi?uld be made of it, or/if anyone now does, a careful f actual cross-examination of this 
moM^rous ^c OCTi^bi on of reality by one of those permited to do such things in litiga- 
tion dould do much to limit the possible uses of such supposedly scientific contraptions 
to defeat the ourpose of our judicial system, to see to it that justice is done. 

'■ f 


Insert where Failure Analysis Associates is metnioned f rom Posner's 517-8 footnote 


VJ^th the sole calim to fame of Ids hook hanging,as will W seen, precariously, 
in Failures A1 Analysis, this i.; all Posner says about that/firm. 

His Appendix B (unnumbered page 475-unnumbered pg*ge 482), a graphic representation 
of the cockamanie theory presented as a reconstruction and as scientific analysis by 

means of advanced computer technology is grotesque and smakcs o smacks of Rube Goldberh 

without the chutes, chains and animals, as W shall also see,. is not 

a / 

credited to any source* It appears to be Failure Analysis job/ but by not providing 
any source, Ids frequent practise throughout the book, Posner claims it as his own# 

There is not a single source note for th ese pages of obviously different y typography* 

There is nbt even a heading for it in those notes, (pages 576-7), another false Bosner 

/ 

/ 

representation that it his work or work done for him. ns we shall see in detail, this 
graphical ndshmash melds ignorrnce, error, conjecture and gross and deliberate. omissions 
to r^ach ±hR preconceived conclusions. That intent is not even disguised* 

A r> Failure Associates Failure Analysis Associates appears in this book perhaps 
"Associates" is not inappropriate in the firm name* That name, from this book, should 
Failed "Analysis" Associates* 



